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' l 'uraday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
\\Jnshington, DC, 20554 

\:I21 FL4CCSIMILE 

I)c;ir C,ominissioncr C.opps, 

4s a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Cornmimications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely conoerned that 
il broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'l'hc digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose IITV devices that are more expensive and less valuiible. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: send an email clip of my 
child's football girine to a distant relative; or record aTV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
npartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

IT the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 

picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jcifrey Burk 
2720 SW 98th Drive 
Giiinesville, FL :p608 

iting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier T V  
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Cornmumcations Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wsiting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for +tal 
telemsion. As I consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DW-recepGon equipment will enable the s t u d m s  to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result In me being charged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the  behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Harvey Scobie 
35 Andrew St. Apt 24 
Manchester, NH 03104 
USA 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Coinmunications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a cit izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Judie Brunsen 
1417 W. 17th S t .  
Portales, NM 88130 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael I ,  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record Tv to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Bradley 
1012 Macy St. 
La Habra. CA 90631 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely 

Donna Sell 
1771 E Marshall 
Ferndale. MI 48220 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot O N  

A robust, competltwe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto teatures of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create ThlS wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkdy to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Peter Kazmlr 
15009 Red Heron Dr 
Leander TX 78641 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits o f  switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of  my child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty that  I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Bennett 
6469 SE Sigrid S t  
Hillsboro, OR 97123 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Cornmumcattons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "bcoadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customerr. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DW-reception equipment will enable the studtos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the  FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment in DW-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dtgital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Rob Hemmick 
2636 Keystone Ct. N 
c / o  PO Box 47888 
Sant Petecsburg FL 33743 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlssbn 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

1 am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon ta any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast tlag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon at D N  

A robust, competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' ablllty to Innovate tar thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle stud105 to veto features of DN.receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor lnferlortunctlonallty. 

ir the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces tnat llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast nag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

sincerely, 

John Hayes 
3806 C Grey Fox Clrcle 
Wllllamsburg. VA 23188 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon ai "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and citizen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlahts. and the ultlmate _ .  . .  
adoptlon or D N  

A robust, competltbe market ior consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' ablllty to Innovate ior thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features ot DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technolaglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reilect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money ior Inierlor iunctlonallty 

ir the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast (lag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely, 

Robert Moletl 
118 Farner Av 
Selden, NY 11784 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Cornmumcattons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington3 D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competttive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate foor 
their customers. Allowingmovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studtos to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functtonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTWcapable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgtal television. Thank you for your time. 

SlllC+7, 

Stephen Cotterill 
46652 Red Oak Drive 
Northvllle, MI 48167 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NIX' 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I an writing to voice my SUPPORT of the FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag':" technology for dgital 
television. As a consumer and otizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be GOOD for innovation, 
coiisumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ibility to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mowe s t u d o s  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will be a favorable move. 

If the FCC issues a brosdcast flag mandate, I would actually be more likely to make an investment in 
DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. 

Please mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telemsion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Porter Versfelt 
4441 Freeman Road, N E  
Mmetta, GA 30062 
USA 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Sheet, N W  
Washington, DC 20554 

VL4 FA'I\CSIMILE 

1)ear Commissioner Copps, 

4s a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
ti brondcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'l'he digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switc.hing 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  nddition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
lechnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record 'IT7 to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send ai1 email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative: or record R TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apnrtment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
cxciting, what compelling reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Nathan  Chang 
2 o'lenry way apt 67 
.J;imaica Plain, MA 02130 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my OppOSltlOn to any FCC-mandated adoptlon 01 "broadcasttlaQ" technology far dlgtal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate ' 

adoptlon of D N  

A robust. competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely 

Anthony Munoz 
1701 Marshall Rd Apt 249 
Vacavllle, CA 95687 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption o f a  "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

l'he digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
it' switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Pleasc do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I ani very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modi@, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag s e e m  designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
llexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new d igh l  
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consnmer of broadcast televisioik I 
urge you to promote the digital transition hy opposing the broadcast flag. 

Since rely, 

David J Kelley 
25228 121st Place SE 
Kent, WA 98031 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of lV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely 

Michael Bowker 
20015 Northwind SQ 
Cupertino. CA 95014 
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October 11. 2 0 0 3  

Cvxrn i s s ione r  Michael J . Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Bashington. D C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing tv voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
*ti-ongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Eric Brown 
31 Gryn Ct 
Ivwa City. IA 5 2 2 4 6  
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-manhted adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dgtd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate tor 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable t h e  studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I dl not pay more for devices that limit my rights i t  the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flig technology for dgtal  television. Thank you for your time. 

Si,,C?,.?ly, 

Eldoii Blancher 
300 Fern Hill Ct 
Mobile, AL 36608 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of  my childs football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty that  I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Robert E.  Dillon 
823 East Broadway 
Boston, MA 021 27 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
4 4 5  12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer  products, I urge t h e  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vote against  t h e  adopt ion of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict t h e  w a y  I en joy  television. 

The  digital television t rans i t ion rel ies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benef i ts o f  Switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment .  That  transit ion wil l  be far m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn' t  m e a n  discarding my existing h o m e  network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, a n d  f ind ing r o o m  for y e t  another  device in m y  l iving r o o m .  Please do no t  
allow t h e  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion b y  making us  buy  special-purpose O N  
devices tha t  a re  m o r e  expensive and less valuable.  

I n  addition, I a m  very  concerned about  t h e  fa i r -use implications of t he  broadcast f lag. Wi th  
today's technology, I can be m o r e  t h a n  a passive recipient of content -- I can modify,  create, 
and par t ic ipate.  I can record TV  t o  watch  later; clip a smal l  piece of  N a n d  splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie;  send an emai l  clip of my child's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD a n d  play it a t  my friend's apar tment .  The broadcast f lag seems 
designed t o  remove  th is  contro l  a n d  f lexibi l i ty t ha t  I en joy .  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  d ig i ta l  television does n o t  m a k e  t h e  public's v iewing exper ience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, a n d  exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  N picture is hard ly  enough reason for  m e  t o  dispense w i th  al l  m y  
current  consumer electronics and computer  equipment .  As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge y o u  t o  p romote  t h e  digital transit ion b y  opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Tim Kington 
2308  Shuford Dr .  
Dubl in.  OH 4 3 0 1 6  



16506181679 From To Page 1 of 1 2003-10-21 22 31 59 (GMT) 

Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies 011 convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i ts allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a lV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John Elliott 
2800 Somerset Dr 
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33311 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Micha,el J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps: 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits o f  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty that  I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

P Radike 
10970 Bracebridge Road 
Alpharetta, GA 30022 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology tor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pnllcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of O N .  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manutacturers' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the stud109 to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for lnferlor tunctlonallty. 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely. 

Charles Trlpp 
2267 S Franklin 
Denver, CO 80210 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Cammissloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

1 am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I (eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competnbe market for consumer electranlcs must be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mavle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlil enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor?unctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Chrls Demlsch 
435 Round Hlll Rd 
Greenwlch. CT 06831 
USA 



Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael 3.  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing liome network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i ts allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am vety concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and patticipate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of lV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Russell Struck 
2594 Majestic Way 
Lawrenceviile, GA 30044 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Connnissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA F.4CSIMILE 

Dear C.ommissioncr Copps. 

As a consunier of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Coinmunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a '"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'Ihc digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  ernail clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
OplJoSillg the brO?ldcaSt flag. 

Sincerely, 

Keginald B q a n  Hebert 
:joi kiybnrn St. Apt. 34 
I.;if;iyette, LA 70506 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnterlor tunctlonallty 

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Darryl Levlngston 
9103 Dorella Ln 
Austln. TX 78736 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D l V  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of N and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a N program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is liardly enough reason for me to  dispense with ail my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Matthew P. Ford 
2222 E. Witchwood Lane 
Lake Villa, I L  60046 
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'l'uesday, October 21 2003 

Coilmissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television ti-ansition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consume1 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
M P M  and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am veiy concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. 
llcxible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer lo buy new digital 
cquipment? A pi-ettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
wge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Travis Johansen 
314 Stratford Place, #33 
Bloomingdale, IL 60108 
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T~iesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Coinmissiciier copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
conceined that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Plcase do not allow the 
M P M  and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am veryconcerned aboui the fair-use implications ofthe broadcast flag. With today's 
tcchnology. I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modi@, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV aud splice it into a home 
movie; send an einail clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or 1-ecord a TV progi-am 
onto a DVD and play it at my friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

lfthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
llexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television I 
til-ge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

dose 
10563 sw 129 pl 
Miami, FL 33 186 


